GENERAL COMMENTS
The manuscript provides a nice overview of the first sexual experiences of young men, based on a cross-sectional survey among 191 Australian heterosexual males aged 17-19 years. It describes the patterns of engaging in first oral, vaginal and anal sexual contacts. The majority (94%) of males reported oral, vaginal and/or anal sexual contact in the past. They found that 46% of the males first engaged in oral sex and then in vaginal sex and 41% had both oral and vaginal sex during their first experience. Anal sex was reported by 22% of the males and was associated with a higher number of lifetime partners and younger sexual debut. I have some points of concern.
1. Descriptive statistical analyses are used to describe the order of oral, vaginal and anal sex. I would be informative to include some key numbers in a table (i.e. the number of oral only, vaginal only, oral/vaginal, etc.). I had some problems with deriving the number of individuals who had oral, vaginal and anal sex based on the text and number in the Figure 1 . There are 191 males, 11 of them did not had sex, leaving 180 males. According to Figure 1 , there are 168 males who had oral/vaginal sex and 37 had anal sex. Are the individuals included in Figure 1b also included in Figure 1a ? And how many individuals reported only vaginal or only oral sex?
2. Based on Figure 1 a and b, you cannot compare males who reported anal sex to males who did not report anal sex. I would suggest to merge pie chart a and b to show the overall picture of sexual patterns, including having only oral and only vaginal sex.
3. It would be informative to also include the overall number of sex partners and the overall number in the preceding 12 months in Table 4 . I have some doubts about the cut-off for the number of lifetime partners in the logistic regression analysis of anal sex. The median number of lifetime partners was 1 (IQR 1-2). For the regression analysis it was categorized into <5 and ≥5 partners. What was the rationale for choosing the cationization? And why was it categorized while the second variable in the analysis, age at sexual debut, was a continuous variable?
5. The order of oral and vaginal sex is only described and not compared. It would be of added value when the characteristics of males reporting oral and then vaginal and oral/vaginal at the same time are compared using logistic regression. These comparisons could provide insight into the importance of the findings. Is the pattern something that just occurs by chance or is it related factors such as age at sexual debut?
6. I was a bit confused when reading the discussion, lines 46-47 on page 11. It states "Due to the lack of knowledge acquired at school, teenagers may seek more information themselves by viewing pornography", citing a paper published by Lim et al. in J Epidemiol Community Health, 2016. I am not convinced that there is a causal relationship between the absence of sex education programs discussing anal sex at schools and seeking information by watching pornography. The following quote from the paper by Lim et al. discussing watching pornography and education: "Studies have described young people incorporating ideas inspired by pornography into their real-life sexual experiences. By itself, this need not be problematic. If, however, online pornography is the primary source of a young persons sexual education, and they do not recognise that pornography is fantasy and not designed to be educational, then it may be giving unhealthy educational messages. Given the lack of standardized and quality formal sexual education in most countries, this is a real concern." I would suggest to revise the statement in the discussion.
REVIEWER

Katrien Symons
Higher Institute for Family Studies, Odisee, Belgium REVIEW RETURNED 06-Jun-2017
GENERAL COMMENTS
In the introduction the focus goes to early sexual activity and risk taking. What this study is mostly about, however, is mapping the sexual trajectories of young people. These trajectories are ageappropriate or at least normative for young people. I do not see the relevance of referring to the mean age at first intercourse in the year 1942. This is an entirely different time frame, and it should not be used to induce "worries" on an ever-declining age at first intercourse. The study is relevant enough in itself -there is a lack of research attention to the actual sexual trajectories and most studies only look at the age at first sexual intercourse.
It is repeatedly stated that men who have experience with anal sex, tend to have more sex partners. I think many readers will automatically assume that these men also have had anal sex with many different partners. This does not seem to be the case. Response: We have now added some key numbers in Table 1 (i.e. the number of oral only, vaginal only, oral/vaginal, etc.).
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
According to Table 1 , there were 173 (131+42) males who had oral and vaginal sex. However, 5 males did not report the age at first oral/vaginal sex and we were not able to work out the sexual trajectories of these 5 males; thus leaving 168 males in Figure 1a . In Figure 1b , of the 42 males who reported having oral/vaginal/anal sex, 5 males did not report the age at first oral/vaginal/anal sex. The 37 males in Figure 1b were also included in Figure 1a . Response: Thank you for this suggestion. We have merged the data for pie chart (a) and (b). There are 10 categories and it is difficult to visualise some categorise with small sample size (n=1). Thus, we presented the data in a table format instead of a pie chart. See Table 2. 3. It would be informative to also include the overall number of sex partners and the overall number in the preceding 12 months in Table 1 .
Response: The overall number of sex partners in lifetime was (median=5, IQR=2-10). We have added this data in Table 1 . However, we did not ask the overall number of sex partners in the previous 12 months and thus we were not able to include this number in Table 1. 4. I have some doubts about the cut-off for the number of lifetime partners in the logistic regression analysis of anal sex. The median number of lifetime partners was 1 (IQR 1-2). For the regression analysis it was categorized into <5 and ≥5 partners. What was the rationale for choosing the cationization? And why was it categorized while the second variable in the analysis, age at sexual debut, was a continuous variable?
Response: We would like to clarify that 1 was referring to the median number of partners for anal sex only; while 5 was the median number of partners for oral and vaginal sex. For consistency, we have now categorised age at sexual debut into <16 and ≥16 years because age 16 is the minimum age of having sex legally in Australia. The new logistic regression model showed that males had first sex at <16 is not associated with anal sex (OR = 1.66 [95% CI: 0.77-3.62]; p=0.198).
We have now added the following sentence in the method section.
"The number of lifetime female sexual partners for oral and vaginal sex were categorised using the sample median as a cut-off; while age at first oral and vaginal sex were categorised based on the age of consent in Australia."
Response: Reviewer suggested using logistic regression to compare the age at sexual debut between males reporting oral and then vaginal and oral/vaginal at the same time. However, this analysis will exclude males reporting vaginal and then oral sex. We applied ANOVA to compare the age at sexual debut between three groups: (1) males reporting oral and then vaginal; (2) males reporting vaginal and then oral; and (3) males reporting oral/vaginal at the same time. Results from ANOVA suggested that there was no significant difference in age at sexual debut between all three groups (p=0.07).
6. I was a bit confused when reading the discussion, lines 46-47 on page 11. It states "Due to the lack of knowledge acquired at school, teenagers may seek more information themselves by viewing pornography", citing a paper published by Lim et al. in J Epidemiol Community Health, 2016 . I am not convinced that there is a causal relationship between the absence of sex education programs discussing anal sex at schools and seeking information by watching pornography. The following quote from the paper by Lim et al. discussing watching pornography and education: "Studies have described young people incorporating ideas inspired by pornography into their real-life sexual experiences. By itself, this need not be problematic. If, however, online pornography is the primary source of a young persons sexual education, and they do not recognise that pornography is fantasy and not designed to be educational, then it may be giving unhealthy educational messages.
Given the lack of standardized and quality formal sexual education in most countries, this is a real concern." I would suggest to revise the statement in the discussion.
Response: We have now deleted the corresponding sentence in the Discussion "Due to the lack of knowledge acquired at school, teenagers may seek more information themselves by viewing pornography". Please leave your comments for the authors below In the introduction the focus goes to early sexual activity and risk taking. What this study is mostly about, however, is mapping the sexual trajectories of young people. These trajectories are ageappropriate or at least normative for young people. I do not see the relevance of referring to the mean age at first intercourse in the year 1942. This is an entirely different time frame, and it should not be used to induce "worries" on an ever-declining age at first intercourse. The study is relevant enough in itself -there is a lack of research attention to the actual sexual trajectories and most studies only look at the age at first sexual intercourse.
Response: Thank you for the positive feedback on our work. We have now removed the second paragraph in the introduction which describes the early sexual activities.
It is repeatedly stated that men who have experience with anal sex, tend to have more sex partners. I think many readers will automatically assume that these men also have had anal sex with many different partners. This does not seem to be the case.
Response: We have now clarified in the manuscript that the lifetime partners were for oral and vaginal sex ONLY and it did not include partners for anal sex.
VERSION 2 -REVIEW REVIEWER
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GENERAL COMMENTS
The major points of the first review were addressed. I do not have additional remarks.
